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Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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Wi | e Manuel Rol ando Del una was on supervised rel ease for a
drug-rel ated conviction, he was found guilty of inportation of
cocai ne and possession with intent to distribute cocaine in
violation of 21 U.S.C. 88 952(a), 960(a)(1l) & (b)(1), 841(a)(1)

& (b)(1)(A). On January 13, 2003, he was sentenced to concurrent
terms of 157 nonths’ inprisonnent and five years’ supervised

rel ease for the cocaine-related convictions. On that sane date,
his supervised release for his prior drug-related conviction was
revoked. The district court inposed a sentence of 30 nonths’

i nprisonnment for his prior drug-rel ated conviction.

Deluna filed a tinely notice of appeal in appeal nunber
03-50181 fromthe sentence i nposed in connection with the
revocation of his supervised rel ease. Approxinmately seven nonths
|ater, he filed a notion for |eave to anend the notice of appeal
because, al though the notice of appeal referenced the cause
nunber for the sentence inposed in connection with the revocation
of his supervised release, it was intended to reference the cause
nunber for his cocaine-related convictions. The district court
granted his notion, and his appeal fromhis cocaine-rel ated
convi ctions was assi gned appeal nunber 03-51031 by the clerk of
this court. Deluna’ s notion to consolidate the two appeal s was
gr ant ed.

This court nust exam ne the basis of its jurisdiction on its

own notion if necessary. Msley v. Cozby, 813 F.2d 659, 660 (5th

Cir. 1987). Deluna’ s appeal fromhis cocaine-related convictions
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was untinmely, and the district court had no authority to all ow
Del una to anmend his notice of appeal or to reopen the tinme for
filing his appeal. See Fep. R App. P. 3(c), 4(b)(1l); cf. FED. R
Arp. P. 4(a)(4)(A) & (a)(6). In addition, because the district
court could only extend the tinme for filing a notice of appeal
for 30 days past when it was originally due, the district court
could not, under FeED. R App. P. 4(b)(4), allow Deluna to file his

noti ce of appeal approximately seven nonths after the judgnent

was entered with respect to his cocaine-related convictions. See

FED. R App. P. 4(b)(4); cf. Marshall v. Hope Garcia Lancarte, 632
F.2d 1196, 1197 (5th Cr. Unit A 1980). Finally, Deluna’ s appea
fromthe revocation of his supervised rel ease cannot be l|iberally
construed as an appeal fromhis cocaine-rel ated convictions.

See Friou v. Phillips Petroleum Co., 948 F.2d 972, 974 (5th Gr.

1991) (citation omtted). Wen an appellant “notices the appeal
of a specified judgnent only or a part thereof, this court has no
jurisdiction to review other judgnents or issues which are not
expressly referred to and which are not inpliedly intended for

appeal .” Warfield v. Fidelity and Deposit Co., 904 F.2d 322,

325 (5th Gr. 1990). Deluna’'s notice of appeal expressly
referenced an appeal abl e judgnment by the district court and in no
way indicated that he al so wanted to appeal the judgnent rendered
in connection with his cocaine-related convictions.

Accordi ngly, appeal nunber 03-51031 is DI SM SSED for |ack of

jurisdiction. H's appeal fromthe sentence i nposed in connection
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R App. P. 4(b)(1). Deluna has not shown that the revocation of
hi s supervised rel ease was an abuse of discretion or that there

was any error with respect to the sentence i nposed upon

revocation. United States v. McCorm ck, 54 F.3d 214, 219 (5th

Cir. 1995). His sentence inposed in connection the revocation of
hi s supervised rel ease i s AFFI RVED.
APPEAL NO. 03-50181 AFFI RVED;, APPEAL NO. 03-51031

DI SM SSED.
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